REMARKS 

This is a response to the Advisory Action of July 12, 2010, wherein the proposed 
amendments were not entered after-final on the grounds that the amendments change/broaden the 
scope of claim 1 as well as all of the dependent claims. In a phone conversation with the 
Examiner, Applicant explained that the amendment to claim 1 simply deleted a repeated 
limitation, and thereby does not change the scope of the claim in any way. The amendment was 
simply provided to place the claim in better condition for appeal. The Examiner maintained the 
refusal to enter the amendments. Applicants hereby requests reconsideration of the refusal to 
enter the amendment to claim 1 under 37 CFR 1.116, on the grounds that the amendment 
presents the claims in better form for consideration on appeal. 
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CONCLUSION 

For the reasons detailed above, it is respectfully submitted all claims remaining in the 
application (Claims 1-14, 16-26, and 28-39) are now in condition for allowance. 



RespectMly submitted, 
Fay Sharpe LLP 
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